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Federd Election Commission 
999 E Stieet, NW 
Washington, DC 20463 

Re: MUR 6296 

RESPONSE BY RESPONDENTS BUCK FOR COLORADO, KENNETH R. 
BUCK. AND FERRY L, BUCK 

Kenneth Buck is the Wdd County District Attomey and a candidate fiv United States Senate in 
Colorado. Buck for Colorado is Mr. Buck's principd campdgn committee and Peny Buck is Mr. 
Buck's wife. Kennetii Sdazar serves as Treasurer of Buck far Colorado. On or abom June 1, 
2010, each ofthese respondents recdved a letter fiom Jeff Jordan notifying them thm they had 
been named in a complaint filed with the Federd Election Commission. It appears that dlies of 
Lieulenam Govemor Norton have filed this fiivolous complaim in an attempt to use the 
Commisdon's enfiircemem process fiir politicd gain. The respondems herein request thm this 
action be dismissed as k rekdes to them. 

'— S 3QIO 

The comi[ff«i»* g«w^^^ yWdencc to sunnort ite aDcgations 

The complainant has woven an elaborate conspuBcy theory involving mdtiple parties and 
mdependem entities withom even a scmtilla of evidence of wnmgdomg. The more than fifty pages 
of exhibite attached to the complaint contain no evidence of a violation of the Act or Commisdon 
regulations. The sole "evidence" ofa violation is contained in the statemems discussed below and 
other similar statemente, none of viduch is substantiated l^ any fiwts subnutted 1̂  the complamant. 

The comphunt alleges tiut the respondenta have: 

(a) **Viokded flu prohibition on accqitmg coorduuted commumcates pakl fiir 1̂  uidivkluds 
and/or coiporBtions as sm finth m 2 U.S.C. §441a(aX7XBXi) and 11 CFR §§ 114.2(b) and 
109.22"; 

Cb) ''Violated the prohibition on accepting coordinated communications pdd fiir by federd 
govenmum contractors as set fintii m 2 U.S.C. §§441 a(aX7XBXi) and 441c(a) and 11 
CFR §115.2(8) and 109.22"; 



(c) "Made impermissible coiporate contribmions to a U.S. Senate candidme and/or a federd 
candidate campdgn committee"; and 

(d) "In the case of Mrs. Buck, viokited the individual campdgn contribution limitations." 

Each of the above cldms is fdse. 

fa) Allegation of improper coordination with itŷ ffuldiial̂  and/or cofporations. 

The complamt dleges tiut Mr. Buck and/or his agenta coordinated witii Dedaration Alliance, 
Campdgn for Liberty, and Ameiicans for Job Security on public communications pdd fiv by these 
entities. Mr. Buck, Ms. Buck, Mr. Sdazar, and Mr. Waher Klem, generd consdtant fiir Buck for 
Colorado, have dl domed thm tiiey have cooperated with, consdted with, acted in concert wifli, 

11̂  requested, or suggested thm these entities, or any of theu empkiyees, officers, duectois, or agenta 
CO make any public communications supporting Mr. Buck's candidacy. See attached declarations of 
(N Kenneth R. Buck, Peny L. Buck, Kennetii Salazar, and Wdter Klem. 
ST 
^ The compldnt contdns no evidenoe of any kind to support this claim. Therefore, this dlegation 
^ diodd be unmedimdy dismissed by the Conunission. 
ST 
0 (bl Allegation of improper coordmation with a federd govemmem contractor. 
rt 

The comphunt dleges thd Mr. Buck and/or his agenta coordmated with Hensel Phdps 
Construction and/or Jerry Morgensen to fimd mdependem expenditures made by Declaration 
Alliance, Campdgn for Liberty, and Americans for Job Security. Mr. Buck, Ms. Buck, Mr. 
Salazar, and Mr. Klein have dl domed thm they have cooperated with, consulted with, acted in 
concert with, requested, or suggested tiut Hensd Phelps Consbuction, or any of ita employees, 
officers, directors, or agenta, includuig Mr. Moigensen, make any public communications 
suppoitmg Mr. Buck's candidacy. See dedarations of Kennetii R. Buck, Peny L. Buck, Kennetii 
Sdazar, and Wdter Klem. 

The compkum contdns no evidence of any kind to support this claim. Therefine, this allegation 
diodd be immediatdy dismissed by the Commisdon. 

fc> Allegation of nifr ff Bmr?̂ iMiMe comoiate contributions. 

On ite face, this dlegation does nm apply to Mr. Buck or his campdgn. However, to the extern 
thm tiu dlegation suggesta that Biuk far Ckilondo hss unproperiy accepted coiporBte 
contributions, it is entirdy withom merit. Mr. Buck, Mr. Sdazar, and Mr. Kleui have dl domed 
acceptuig coiporate comributions to support Buck for Colorado and afiumed tiut to fhe best of 
their knowledge, dl contributions have been accurately reported. See declarations of Kennetii R. 
Buck, Kennetii Sdazar, and Wdter Kldn. 

The complaim contains no evidence of any kud to support this claim. Therefiire, this dlegation 
dudd be unmedutely dismissed by the Commisdon. 



fd) Alienation of an excessive contribution bv Ms. Buck. 

The compldnt dleges tiut Ms. Buck made an excessive contribution to Buck for Colorado by 
providing the security for a loan that Mr. Buck made to his campdgn. The compldnt dleges, 
based on no fiuta wlutsoever, thm the $100,000 persond loan ftom Mr. Buck to his campdgn was 
secured by a deed of trust on a home jointly owned by Mr. and Ms. Budc. In fiut, the money 
loaned by Mr. Buck to his campdgn was fiom the sde of stock thm he inherited idien his mother 
passed away in 2008. Theloanwasnmsecuredby any red property jouitiy owned by Mr. and 
Ms. Buck. See declardion of Kennetii R. Buck. 

The compldnt contains no evidence of any kind to support this cldm. Therefiire, this dlegmion 
shodd be immedutely dismissed by the Commission. 

00 The comnlahit fails to comnlv with the Act and Commission regulatioiis. 
rM 
^ The requirementa for a comphunt filed with the Omunisdon are outimed in 11 CFR 111.4. The 
^ complaint does not satisfy the requirements of this section, and therefiire this matter must be 
^ dismissed. 
ST 
0 The dlegations are not accompamed bv the evidence required bv 11 CFR 11 l.4(dV21. 
rt 
^ The Commisdon's regdations m 11 CFR 111.4(c) state that, "The compldnt shodd differentiate 

between those statementa based upon persond knowledge and statementa made upon infinmation 
and bdief." Additiondly, section 111.4(d)(2) requires tiut, "Statementa vthidi are not based upon 
personal knowledge diould be aooompamed by an identification of the source of the infonnation 
which gives rise to the compldnanta' bdief in the trutii of such statementa." 

The complaint filed agdnst the respondenta makes a number of dlesations based solely upon 
infiirmation and belief but withom any identification ofthe source of flu mfinmation, as requued 
by 111.4(d)(2).' Because tiu Conunisskm is barred under ita regdations fixim considering the 
dlesations that thm are unsupported by the evidence reqmred in 111.4(d)(2)* flu Commisdon must 
coiidder the complamt with each of tiiose statementa stricken. Once these statementa are removed, 
the complaim no longer dleges a violation of the Am or Commisdon regdations and therefiire 
shouki be disnussed. 

• * "UpoH InfciwBllea ewd beiiet OHO of IIM pwHoipei oseeo or onipioyBei ia Joiw Huwiim. Sattiiiiy of Dowofi Oft** (̂ BSB 2) 
• *l|poHittfcnBBiioaBBj bdlot lha ftr in 211119 ood lOlilLHeanlHdlpi to 

ooiML-0i0Bi2) 
• "MoisiBiOB b B icildeni of Oraeky. 00i nd IIL upon InfcinHSion nd bdMl B BMNiber of llie flnnoc or flmdnlilns OORUBMBO of Ibe Budc 

0DanniBBe.**(|MBe9 
• "Upon bifcuiiBiioB esd beiief̂  Biwk IHB odviwd Momdnon end oilMr poMHtioi BiNk donon win MO IfaidMiBlly eUe to ooidribulB moic than Ihe 

iBtodBNBnSllowwMBflonlilbiiliOHofS2j4IIOteiiidMeROBMeBntribiilioHitoOBciBWlion AiHenof ineewof JOiBiHoMiint*0wy3) 
• "Jiai betas diai. in JmiMy 2010, hilsndhig to boncUl Buds Mid die BttckOoniNittK Midi open lafoniisiioB ndboNcC ̂ M̂i tliB InvdvouiCNt of 

JOBR nonin^ wSNipsipi nr uociqr BKB IUBBI uemiui n n sj IICBKI ranpi MIW MoiipBiNn wunK nitor HNiiyiBiii wno BBVC oomneonB 
is ewotoof 8w iiiiiiiRBii eUowaMe iiuuliibHiiBB lisHlflf S2j400per isdiyidiwi to epend eppradnttScly SSWJWOon sldeyiiioB sd onwlsn 
iUsdriBg one of BBBk*i puleiSM pihiiwy opptBaMUb* (pus 3) 

• "UpoB IstaiNHUuBoadbdkCdMWflBBtribidiBiwlBONBBWBf olloaiiitteooidiibBtiow[iic31liid̂  
jonatiBMHn̂  p̂asi 

• *AiheleMaowfltofhioiBlM.dMDi)dwBUuiiABitoŵ QBBBBiMtalibeityendABl̂ ^ 

beSct by Mô ŵwcBt Ifcnid Pbdpi> odtw BOHalbHlon Codw Bewb Md ThiML Oioiloy. Oft wHot Mis. Bndt to 8M ealBe of her Jote 
flnacntap laHicit in tbs QROley ToandioiM.* CposB 4) 



The ftulure to provide the evidence reqdred by 111.4(dX2) is not a mere technicd viotatioo. The 
regulation exista to protem innocent uidividuds fnm bdng subject to an intrudve government 
investigation without some evidence to support tiu dlegations agamst them. The Conunisdon is 
obligated to adhere to ite regdations and strike each of the statementa above fiom the compldnt. 
Once these statementa are exdsed, the compldnt no longer dleges a violmion ofthe Am or 
Conunission regdations, and therefore should be dismissed. 

ConeluskiB 

The complaint filed with the Commisdon contains no evidenoe to suggest that this is anythuig bm 
a political publicity stunt. In addition, the compldm rdies soldy on madmisdble statementa as ita 
bads for the sugĝ on thm the respondenta have violmed the Act. Therefore, we respectfiilly 
request thm tius nutter be disnussed as it rekdes to Buck fiv Colorado, Kennefli R. Budc, and 

00 Feny L. Buck. 
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STATEMENT OF DEOION ATION OF COUNSEL 
Wsaan uan aiMfamifarna^ IfannondnnWBiBtylri 

FAXBQ2)21WW{a 

NAME O F COUNSEL! Jasaa A. Stvaolad 

FIRM:_ teod & Pwrldaen, LLP 

ADDWEES! 8889 gilffTy^o Slvd- SUlto 1280 

80010 

TELEPHONE- OmCEl 213̂  402 - 4573 

FAXf 213̂  623 - 1692 

Thn abovB-namsd Indteidttal andtor flrm Is horsby dssiflnatepd as my oounasl and te 
witiiortead to rsoehrs any noUfluatksm and other oomm 
to act on niy behalf beibrs tho Commtasion. 

M s RasDonifsntfAaanl«akmaliirB TlHnmiMiBiimrinMiiBiiwi RaspontfsntfAgent«8ign8liire 

MAIUNO ADDRE88L 
(Pleaso Prtnt) 

TELEPHONE-HOME 

BuatMeaai ^Pa i ? 77^ 9&(J^ 

hisniiiflBn la bdns aeu^ as pBrt or an 
pedjrfaiHtajHii'pi ei Wwis efl *|*]]{}{̂  



"in FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
999EStr«eLNW 
Washington, DC 20463 

STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL 
PInaBn uan anmform for nnoh RMnondant/EtiiHv/Traaaurer 

FAX (202121S-SS23 

MUR#_fi2aL rM 
en 
(N NAME OF COUNSEL: JanNia A. Slvaalnd 
CO FIRM: Bead & Davldaon • LU 
tN 
^ ADDRESS: f̂tqg miahiira nivd. Suita igQO 
ST 

^ Los Aaaalea, CA 90010 

TELEPHONE- OFFICER gi^l A02 - m% 

FAX( ? » ) m - IW 

The above-named IndhrMual andfor flrm la hereby deslgnsted as niy oounsel and la 
authorized to reoehw any notlflcattons and othor oommunloations from the Commiaaion and 
to act on my behalf before the Commtoslon. 

Date Reepondentf Agent-Signature Tltle(TraasurerMSBndktatefDwnar) 

NAMED RESPQHPBNT: Parry T Hiirt-

MAIUNG ADDRESS; 
(Ptoaae Print) 

TELEPHONE- HOME { ) 

BUSINESS ( I 

IdtenwUenta bates aauBteaa part dan ta^esMBBllenbelnBeenducted by Su Fadard BteBMPBOBŵ  
eenndaidiaHy ptoslilonB of 2 U.S.ft 1487gWH)W BPdy. TWsaeuMuiiuiehfcltomddnBPdhneaiyliweelteaSon 

biveailgallQn 


